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Commission, 888 First Street, NE., 
Washington, DC 20426, (202) 502– 
6404, David.Kathan@ferc.gov. 

Aileen Roder (Legal Information), Office 
of the General Counsel, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 888 
First Street, NE., Washington, DC 
20426, (202) 502–6022, 
Aileen.Roder@ferc.gov. 

Magalie R. Salas, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E7–3219 Filed 2–23–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

Notice of FERC Staff Attendance at 
Southwest Power Pool Independent 
Coordinator of Transmission (ICT) 
Stakeholders Policy Committee 
Meeting 

February 13, 2007. 

The Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission hereby gives notice that 

members of its staff may attend the 
meetings noted below. Their attendance 
is part of the Commission’s ongoing 
outreach efforts. 

ICT Stakeholders Policy Committee 
Meeting: February 20, 2007 (9 a.m.–3 
p.m. CST), Hyatt DFW, International 
Parkway, P.O. Box 619014, DFW 
Airport, Texas, 75261, 972–453–1234. 

The discussions may address matters 
at issue in the following proceedings: 

Docket No. EL01–88 ................................................................................ Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. ER05–1065 ............................................................................ Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. ER03–171 .............................................................................. Entergy Mississippi, Inc. 
Docket No. EL02–107 .............................................................................. Duke Energy Hinds, LLC, Duke Energy Hot Spring, LLC, Duke En-

ergy Southaven, LLC, Duke Energy North America, LLC v. Entergy 
Services, Inc., Entergy Operating Companies. 

Docket No. ER02–405 .............................................................................. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL02–88 ................................................................................ Wrightsville Power Facility, L.L.C v. Entergy Arkansas, Inc. 
Docket Nos. EL03–3, ER02–1472 ............................................................ Entergy Gulf States, Inc. 
Docket Nos. EL03–4, ER02–1151 ............................................................ Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket Nos. EL03–5, ER02–1609 ............................................................ Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL03–3 .................................................................................. Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER02–1472 ............................................................................ Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER07–406 .............................................................................. Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER07–398 .............................................................................. Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER07–399 .............................................................................. Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER07–259 .............................................................................. Cleco Energy LLC. 
Docket No. EL03–4 .................................................................................. Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER02–1069 ............................................................................ Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. EL03–13 ................................................................................ Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. ER02–2243 ............................................................................ Entergy Operating Companies. 
Docket No. EL05–15 ................................................................................ Arkansas Electric Cooperative Corporation v. Entergy Arkansas, Inc. 
Docket No. EL06–76 ................................................................................ Arkansas Public Service Commission v. Entergy Services, Inc., et al. 
Docket No. ER03–583 .............................................................................. Entergy Services, Inc. and EWO Marketing, L.P. 
Docket Nos. ER03–681, ER03–682 ......................................................... Entergy Services, Inc. and Entergy Power, Inc. 
Docket No. ER03–744 .............................................................................. Entergy Services, Inc. and Entergy Louisiana, Inc. 
Docket No. EL04–20 ................................................................................ Carville Energy LLC v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL04–49 ................................................................................ Quachita Power LLC v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL04–99 ................................................................................ Mississippi Delta Entergy Agency, et al. v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL05–1 .................................................................................. Union Power Partners v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL05–21 ................................................................................ Tenaska Frontier Partners v. Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. ER06–1555–000 .................................................................... Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket Nos. ER03–1272, EL05–22 .......................................................... Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. EL07–25 ................................................................................ Entergy Services, Inc. 
Docket No. ER05–1358 ............................................................................ KGen Hinds LLC. 
Docket No. ER05–1394 ............................................................................ KGen Hot Spring LLC. 
Docket No. ER05–1419 ............................................................................ Hot Spring Power Company, LP. 

These meetings are open to the 
public. 

For more information, contact John 
Rogers, Office of Energy Markets and 
Reliability, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission at (202) 502–8564 or 
john.rogers@ferc.gov. 

Magalie R. Salas, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E7–3186 Filed 2–23–07; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717–01–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL–8281–1] 

Science Advisory Board Staff Office; 
Notification of a Public Teleconference 
of the Science Advisory Board; 
Radiation Advisory Committee (RAC) 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The EPA Science Advisory 
Board (SAB) Staff Office announces a 
public teleconference of the SAB 
Radiation Advisory Committee (RAC) to 
discuss its draft advisory regarding 

EPA’s draft White Paper: Modifying 
EPA Radiation Risk Models Based on 
BEIR VII, dated August, 2006. 

DATES: The SAB RAC will hold a public 
teleconference on Friday, March 9, 2007 
from 11 a.m. to 2 p.m. Eastern Standard 
Time. 

ADDRESSES: Telephone conference call 
only. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Members of the public who wish to 
obtain the call-in number, access code, 
and other information for the public 
teleconference may contact Dr. K. Jack 
Kooyoomjian, Designated Federal 
Officer (DFO), by mail at the EPA SAB 
Staff Office (1400F), U.S. EPA, 1200 
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Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20460; by telephone at 
(202) 343–9984; by fax at (202) 233– 
0643; or by e-mail at: 
kooyoomjian.jack@epa.gov. General 
information concerning the SAB can be 
found on the SAB Web site at: http:// 
www.epa.gov/sab. 

Technical Contact: For questions and 
information concerning the Agency’s 
draft document being reviewed, contact 
Dr. Mary E. Clark, U.S. EPA, ORIA by 
telephone at (202) 343–9348, fax at (202) 
243–2395, or e-mail at: 
clark.marye@epa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background: Pursuant to the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act (FACA), Public 
Law 92–463, the SAB Staff Office 
hereby gives notice of this public 
teleconference meeting of the SAB RAC. 
The SAB was established by 42 U.S.C. 
4365 to provide independent scientific 
and technical advice, consultation, and 
recommendations to the EPA 
Administrator on the technical basis for 
Agency positions and regulations. The 
SAB RAC will comply with the 
provisions of FACA and all appropriate 
EPA and SAB procedural policies. The 
purpose of this teleconference is to 
discuss a draft advisory being prepared 
by the SAB RAC concerning the 
Agency’s draft White Paper: Modifying 
EPA Radiation Risk Models Based on 
BEIR VII, dated August, 2006. 

EPA’s Office of Radiation and Indoor 
Air (ORIA) requested this Advisory to 
obtain advice from the SAB on the 
application of BEIR VII, and on issues 
relating to the modifications and 
expansions of EPA’s methodology for 
estimating radiogenic cancers. The SAB 
RAC met via conference call on 
September 6, 2006, in a face-to-face 
public meeting in Washington, DC on 
September 26–28, 2006 (See 71 FR 
45545, August 9, 2006); and in public 
teleconferences on November 28 and 
December 18, 2006 (See 71 FR 62590, 
October 26, 2006). The public 
teleconference announced in this 
Federal Register notice is a 
continuation of the meetings, and 
provides an opportunity for the SAB 
RAC to deliberate on its draft advisory. 

Availability of Teleconference 
Materials: The teleconference agenda 
and SAB RAC draft materials will be 
posted on the SAB Web site at: http:// 
www.epa.gov/sab prior to the 
teleconference. Additional background 
information on this review includes the 
draft White Paper (available at: http:// 
epa.gov/radiation/news/
recentadditions.htm) and background 
materials, such as the BEIR VII 
document (available at: http:// 

newton.nap.edu/catalog/ 
11340.html#toc). 

Procedures for Providing Public Input: 
Interested members of the public may 
submit relevant written or oral 
information for the SAB RAC to 
consider during the advisory process. 
Oral Statements: In general, individuals 
or groups requesting an oral 
presentation at a public teleconference 
will be limited to three minutes per 
speaker with no more than a total of 
fifteen minutes for all speakers. 
Interested parties should contact the 
DFO, contact information provided 
above, in writing via e-mail seven days 
prior to the teleconference meeting date. 
For the Friday, March 9, 2007 
teleconference meeting, the deadline is 
Friday, March 2, 2007 to be placed on 
the public speaker list. Written 
Statements: Written statements should 
be received in the SAB Staff Office 
seven days prior to the teleconference 
meeting. For the Friday, March 9, 2007 
teleconference meeting, the deadline is 
Friday, March 2, 2007, so that the 
information may be made available to 
the SAB RAC for their consideration. 
Written statements should be supplied 
to the DFO in the following formats: one 
hard copy with original signature, and 
one electronic copy via e-mail 
(acceptable file format: Adobe Acrobat, 
WordPerfect, Word, or Rich Text files in 
IBM–PC/Windows 98/2000/XP format). 

Accessibility: For information on 
access or services for individuals with 
disabilities, please contact Dr. K. Jack 
Kooyoomjian at (202) 343–9984 or 
kooyoomjian.jack@epa.gov. To request 
accommodation of a disability, please 
contact Dr. Kooyoomjian preferably at 
least 10 days prior to the teleconference, 
to give EPA as much time as possible to 
process your request. 

Dated: February 16, 2007. 
Anthony F. Maciorowski, 
Deputy Director, EPA Science Advisory Board 
Staff Office. 
[FR Doc. E7–3208 Filed 2–23–07; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL–8281–4] 

Safe Drinking Water Act 
Determination; Underground Injection 
Control Program, Determination of 
Indian Country Status for Purposes of 
Underground Injection Control 
Program Permitting 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of final determination. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces the 
availability of EPA’s Land Status 
Determination, which concludes that 
the approximately 160 acres of land 
located in the southeast portion of 
Section 8, Township 16N, Range 16W, 
in the State of New Mexico (the Section 
8 land), is part of a dependent Indian 
community under 18 U.S.C. 1151(b) 
and, thus, considered to be ‘‘Indian 
country.’’ EPA is therefore the 
appropriate agency to consider 
underground injection control (UIC) 
permit applications under the Safe 
Drinking Water Act (SDWA) for that 
land. 

DATES: The determination was signed on 
February 6, 2007. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
David Albright, at 
albright.david@epa.gov, or 
415.972.3971. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the late 
1980s, Hydro Resources, Inc. (HRI) 
sought a UIC permit for its property 
located within the Section 8 land. After 
considering materials submitted by the 
Navajo Nation and the New Mexico 
Environment Department (NMED), EPA 
determined that the Indian country 
status of the Section 8 land was in 
dispute and, thus, that EPA would be 
the appropriate agency to issue the 
SDWA UIC permit. The State of New 
Mexico and HRI challenged EPA’s 
determination. In 2000, in HRI v. EPA, 
198 F.3d 1224 (10th Cir. 2000), the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Tenth Circuit upheld EPA’s decision to 
implement the UIC program throughout 
HRI’s Section 8 land because the Indian 
country status of that land was in 
dispute. The Court remanded the matter 
to EPA to make a final administrative 
decision on the Indian country status of 
the disputed land. 

In 2005, HRI approached NMED 
concerning a UIC permit for its 
proposed mining operations on the 
Section 8 land. In response, NMED 
formally requested that EPA determine 
the Indian country status of the Section 
8 land to identify whether EPA or 
NMED is the appropriate agency to 
consider a UIC permit application from 
HRI for that land. 

On November 2, 2005, EPA issued a 
Federal Register notice (see 70 FR 
66402) inviting written comments and 
information from the public and 
interested parties on whether the 
Section 8 land constituted a dependent 
Indian community in whole or in part. 
EPA received comments from twenty- 
five (25) commenters, including HRI, 
the Navajo Nation, the State of New 
Mexico, and others. 
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